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REMARKS 

Claims 1-24 are prading in this application. Claim 21 is amended herein. Applicant 
respectfully requests reconsideration of Ae claims in view of the following remarks. 

The Examiner reqiiired that Figures 2-5 be designated as pri^ Figure 2 has been so 
designated. However, as is discussed in detail telbw with respect to the 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) 
V rejection based on APA "Applicant's Prior Art," Figures 3-5 are not prior art, are not described or 
indicated by Ajqjlicant as prior iart, and in fectV ii^reseiits one of the embodiments of the 
invention even if designated as a less preferred embodiment. 

Claim 21 was rejected under 35 U.S.G. §112. However, claim 21 has now been amwided 
by changing the word "oxide" to "silicon dioxide" as is supported in Paragraph [004 1], line 8. 

On thefirst page bftheOflSce Action, item 4, tte Examiner in^^ 1-21 are 

pending in the application. However, the application includes claims 1-24 and the fee transmittal 
sheet shows that Applicant paid for claims 1-24. Claims 1-21 are method claims and claims 22- 
24 are apparatus claims. However, according to Applicant's attorney's files, there has not been a 
requirement for election. Further, there is no indication in item 4 that claims 22-24 were 
withdrawn fipm consideration. 
- ' - eiaims 6, 8, 14 arid 16 werein^^^^ 
and 20 were rejected under 35 U .S.C. § 1 02(b) as being anticipated by "Applicant's Prior Art" 
(APA). It should be noted that claim 8 was both rejected and indicated as alto^ The 
remainder of the claims were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being obvious over 
"Applicant's Prior Art" in view of Divakarumi, et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,1 84,107) or Mandelman, 
et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,284,593). 
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As Stated above, the Examiner alleges that the embodiment 
with Figures 3-5 and the conesponding text at Paragraphs [0024^ 
Art" However, these drawings and associated text are not prior art and^ 
designated by Applicant as prior art Line 1 of Paragraph [0024] does describe the e^^ 
as 'less preferred.-' but that certainly is not an acknowledgement by AppUcant th^ 
art. In the first paragraph (Paragraph [Q022]) under the heading "Detailed Description of 
niiBtiative Embodiments;' thCTe is statedZ-thepie^^^^^^ 
detail below." Further, the admitted prior art of Figure i ^ 

not under the heading "Detailed Description of mustrative Embodiments," bu^ 
Paragraph [0007] under the heading "Backgroiind." Also. Paragraph [0010] under the heading 
. -Summary of the Invention" is substantially a paraphrase of the claims describing the 

embodiments of Figures 3-5. Glai^ 1-21 are mettiodcldi and. although Figure 5 may 
'«^*^*°P'e^«2,thisisTO^ 

method is prior art. The fact that the resdting structure show^ 
prior art Figure ris in no way an indication that the described m^^^^ 

is old or Prior art. Also, of course, this has no affect on the apparatus claims 22-24 since these 

... _.: claims are not associated with Figure 5^ - - - : - 

Therefore, it is clear that the embodiments of Figures 3-5 and the associated text must be 
removed as a §102 reference andastheprimaryrefeienceunder §103. 

submitted that no reference is presently applied against the claims that were rej^^^ 
U.S.C. §102. 

Applicant's attorney has reviewed the Divakarumi, era/, reference and the Mandelman, et 
a/, reference used in combination with the embodiments described and show^ 
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classified as APA by Has Examiner to reject claims 4, 7, 12, 1 5, 1 9 and 2 1 under 35 U.S.C. 
§103(a). It is believed that these secondary references in no way overcome the void left by 
removing the Figures 3-5 embodiments as references. 

Therefore, it is beUeved the application is in condition for allowance and the Examiner is 
respectfiilly required to pass the case to issue. However, should there remain unresolved issues 
that require adveise action, it is respectfuUy requested that the Examiner telephone James C. 
Kesterson. Applicant's attomey, at 972-732-1 001 so that such issues may be resolved as 
expeditiously as possible. No fee is believed due in connection with this filing. However, 
should one be deemed due, the Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge Deposit Account 



No. 50-1065. 



Respectfiilly submitted. 
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